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In this work we prove in a constructive way a theorem of
Rudin which says that if E is an analytic subset of the bidisc
D? (with multiplicities) which does not intersect a neighbour-
hood of the distinguished boundary, then E is the zero set
(with multiplicities) of a bounded holomorphic function. This
approach allows us to generalize this theorem and also some
results obtained by P.S. Chee.

1. Introduction and statement of the results.

Let H*(D") be the algebra of bounded holomorphic functions in the poly-
disc. Very few results are known on the analytic sets wich are zero sets of
functions in H*(D™). Some non trivial examples of such sets were given by
W. Rudin in 1967 [Rul] and P.S. Chee in 1976 [Che]. Rudin showed that
if F is an analytic set in the polydisc D™ = {z = (21,... ,2,) / |zs| <1, 1 <
i < n} such that the intersection of E with a neighbourhood of T", where

T"={z:(z1,...,zn)/|zi[:1, 1Si§n}>

is empty then E is the zero set of a bounded holomorphic function in D"
(counting multiplicity).

A few years later in 1974, S. Zarantonello [Za] proved that if E is an
analytic set in D™ such that there exist an r € (0,1) and a continuous
function n : [r,1) — [r,1) such that, for all z = (zy,...,2,) belonging to
En{zeD"/|z|>r, 1 <i<n} we have

Izll + -4+ Izn_1|>
n—1 '

lznlsn(

then F is the zero set of a function F' of the usual Nevanlinna class of D™ (i.e.

sup logt |F(rzy,... ,r2,)|do < +oo). A question posed by S. Zaran-
0<r<1JT"
tonello in his paper was whether under the same hypothesis a bounded func-

tion F' can be taken. Chee in 1976 [Che], gave an affirmative answer to that
question.
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The same problem in the unit ball B of C?> was considered by B. Berndts-
son in 1980 [Be] and he proved that if F is an analytic subset of B of finite
area (with multiplicity) then it can be defined by a bounded holomorphic
function. In his proof he used the connection between the zero sets of holo-
morphic functions and the equation

(1) i00u = 6,

where 8 is a positive closed (1,1)-current, found by P. Lelong [Le]. P. Lelong
proved that to each analytic set with multiplicities, i.e. to each divisor,  E
there is an associated (1, 1) current

O = izou dé; A d;

which is positive and closed (i.e. dfg = 0), and showed that any solution u
of (1), with § = 05, can be written as u = log|f|, where f vanishes exactly
in E with the given multiplicities. Thus if we can find a solution u of (1)
which is bounded from above, we have a bounded homomorphic function
which defines the divisor E. We will denote by Supp E the support of the
associated (1,1) current fg.

Here, we will use this method to prove the following:

Theorem 1. Let E be an analytic subset of D? with multiplicities, i.e.
a dwisor in D?. Suppose that there exist two continuous functions 1,7 :
[0,1) = [0,1), %Erllni(t) =1 such that

Supp EN{(z1,2) € D*/ |z1] = m(2), |22] = m2(t), t €[0,1)} =0

then E is the divisor associated to a bounded holomorphic function in D?.

Remark.
1. Observe that any Rudin variety satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 1
and also the varieties considered by Zarantonello and Chee.

2. One can give an analogous result for the polydisc (in the case n > 3),
but the computation involved is more tedious.

As the following example shows, the condition of finite area of E is not
sufficient for the existence of a bounded holomorphic function which vanishes
on E.

Let a; be a sequence in D such that

oo e}

Z(l —lag)*? < 400 but Z(l — lai]) = +o00.

i=1 i=1
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Consider E = U2 | E; with E; = {(21,22) € D* s.t. 2;+2; = 2a;}. Then
the area of F is comparable to
o1 —lasf)*.
=1
If there were a function f € H°(D?) such that f vanished on E, then
g: D — D, g(z) = f(z,2) is bounded and its zeros are {a;} which do not
satisfy the Blaschke condition. This example was previously considered in
[Ch1l]. In fact in [Ch2] (see also [Ch3]) it is proved that the finite area
condition for a divisor in D? is suficient to assure the existence of a function
belonging to the Nevanlinna class and defining the given divisor, and, in
this particular example, which consists of a union of hyperplanes, the finite
area condition is also necessary to assure the existence of a function in the
Nevanlinna class with zeros the hyperplanes.
Nevertheless there are zero sets E of infinite area which satisfy the hy-
pothesis of Theorem 1, they are even Rudin varieties (i.e. they are far from
T?). Consider for instance the analytic disc defined by

1
£iD D% 1) = (2500))
where ¢ is any inner function of the disc different from a finite Blaschke

1 .
product. As [|f2(2)|| < 3 the analytic disc is far from the distinguished

boundary. The area of the variety is comparable to the sum of the areas of
the projections on the axis (counting multiplicity). But it can be proved, see
for instance Theorem 6.6 of [Ga], that given any inner function g different
from a finite Blaschke product, then, there exists a set L C D of logarithmic
capacity 0, such that for all z € D\ L, card (g7 (z)) = co. So the projection

of the analytic disc in the z;-axis is a disc centered in zero and of radius 3

with infinite multiplicity, (possibly the whole disc minus L). Therefore it
has infinite area.

Now we can observe that W. Rudin’s result can be stated as follows: If X
is a divisor in D? that in a neighbourhood of T? is equal to the trivial divisor
associated to the constant function 1 then it is defined by a bounded function.
H. Alexander asked us whether the same result is true if we substitute the
function 1 by any bounded holomorphic function.

In this direction we can prove the following:

Proposition 2. Let X be a divisor in D™. If there exists a divisor Y
associated to a function h € H*°(D") and a neighbourhood of T™, 9(T™)
such that

X NJ(T*) =Y Nnyd(T")
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then X is the divisor associated to some bounded holomorphic function in

D",

In the bidisc we can prove also

Theorem 3. Let X be a divisor in D?. Suppose that there exists a function
h € H*(D?) and an r < 1 such that, if Y is the divisor associated to h then

XlAr = 1/'|A1‘7

where A, = {(z1,2,) € D*/ r < |z| = |z| < 1}. Then X is contained in a
divisor associated to a bounded holomorphic function.

Remark.

1.

The same result remains true if we substitue A = {(21, 2;) € D?/|z| =
|2a]} by {(21,22) € D?/|z1| + (@ — 1)|22| = o}, a € [0,1).

In Theorem 3 we cannot assure that the divisor is equal to one defined
by a bounded holomorphic function as the next example, which has
been previously considered by E. Amar, shows. Let f € L*(D)NH(D),
with zeros a, that do not satisfy the Blaschke condition, i.e.

[ o]

Z(l — la;]) = oo.

=1

2
Let g(z1,22) = f (z1 42—22) Consider V = Z(g), where Z(g) denotes

the zero set of g. Suppose that there is a bounded holomorphic function
h such that V = Z(h). Then H({) = h(£*¢) is an holomorphic
bounded function in the disc, but its zeros do not satisfy the Blaschke
condition (H(¢) = 0 <= &2 = q;), therefore such an h does not exist.
Now consider

k(z1,20) = f (zl —;—z%) (22 — z)°.

As |f(2)] < 4| fll2py(1 — |2[>)7 ", see for instance Theorem 7.2.5 of
[Ru2]. Then

z1+z§

) < 16| fll 22y

k(21 22)| < Allfll 22yl — 21[* (1 -

So k is a bounded holomorphic function and Z(k) = V U 2{z3 = 2 }.
So V is contained in the zero set of k. Note that it intersects A in the
same set as Z(k). In fact it coincides with Z(k) outside {23 = z }.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.

Let E be a divisor in D? which satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 1 and
2

let @ =1 Z 6;; d¢; /\dfj be the (1, 1)-closed positive current associated. We
2,j=1
want to solve the equation (1) with an upper bound for the solution.
This bound will be directly related with the following elementary lemma

(which was also used in [Rul] and [Za]):

Lemma 1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1, there exist two constants
M > 0,N > 0 such that for all t € [0,1), there is a neighbourhood ¥, of
Toiey X Toey = {(21,22) € D2/ |21] = mi(2), |22| = na(t)} with

/ 011({1,22) =M, 922(21752) =N, v (21722) € v;.
j€1l<m () [€2l<n2(t)

Proof. As F is a divisor in D?, there is an holomorphic function k, such that
defines E, i.e. i00log|h| = 0. Let n;(z1,t) be the number of zeros of h in
the disc {&; = 21, |€2] < 12(f)}. By the argument principle

1 hz (21752)
ny(21,t) = ——/ =22 d :/ 029(21,&5) .
1(=,) 211 J gy )=ty (21, &2) & leal<ma(t) z2(21:C2)

Similarly if ny(z2,t), 22 € D, is the number of zeros of h in the disc
{l&] <mi(t), & = 2,} then

1 h. (fhzz)
t :—_/ daisn 2 g :/ 011 (1, 2) -
a2, 1) 211 Jigyj=my (€1, 22) 2 lex <1 (8) ul6, 7)

We choose 9, such that the support of # does not intersect it. As long
as (z1,22) € 9, both functions n,(z;,t) and ny(z,,t) are continuous in z;
and in t because h({;,&) # 0 when (&,&) € 9, for any t € [0,1). As
they are integer valued functions, n,(z;,t) and ny(2s,t) are constant for
(21,22) € Tm(t) X Tnz(t)a t e [O, 1)

That means that

ni{z,t) = N, na(z2,t) = M,
which was the desired result. J

Later on, in order to assure the convergence in a regularization process we
will need that the current satisfies the Blaschke condition. The next lemma
takes care of it.
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Lemma 2. If we have a divisor E with associated (1,1) current 0 such that
it satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 1, i.e.

/ 011(&1,22) = M, 0y2(21,&) = N, V (21,22) €94
je1l<m(t) [€2l<n2(t)

and the support of 6 does not intersect 9;, then the divisor E satisfies the
Blaschke condition, i.e. if dgp2 is the distance to the boundary of D?*:

/ 56D2|9| < 00.
D2

Proof. Let_f be an holomorphic function such that it defines the divisor E,
i.e. § =100log|f|, by [Chl], it suffices to prove that

sup/ log|f|do < +oo.
T,.xT,

r<l

We use the Jensen formula in the following way: if « is an holomorphic
function in D, for any 0 < ry <7 < 1,

(2) /Trlog|u|da _./r log |u|do = /T.: i—t (/D' A(log |u|)) .

ro
Now, we fix ¢y, and take ¢ big enough, such that 0 < ¢, < ¢t < 1 and

n;(t) > n;(to), 7 =1,2.
We make a partition of the parameter interval {; < --- <1, = ¢ such that
for any 0 < i < n the set

S; = {(z1,22); min(n;(t:),n;(tir1)) < |2;] < max(n;(t:),n;(tir1)), 7= 1,2}

does not intersect the suport of . We fix 0 <i < n and we consider

/ log| fldo — [ log || do

m1(ti1) X Tnattigq) Taie0) X Togees)

(3) :/ log|f|do——/ log|f|do
Tottip1) XTnateig1) Toe) XTag(ei41)
+/ log|f|da—/ log | f| do.
Toye) XTngeei41) Toiee:) X Ta(e;)

Define A to be the difference of the first two integrals of the right hand side
member of equality (3) and B to be the difference of the last two integrals
of (3). Applying Jensen’s formula (2) to B, we get

n2(ti+1) Jg
B= {/ =(/ 022(51,52))}.
§1€T, ) n2(t:i) S €2€D,



ON THE ZERO SETS OF BOUNDED HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS 333

As the support of 8 does not intersect S; then for any |&;| = |n:(¢;)| and any
s € [min(ny(t;), n2(ti41)), max(nz(t:), m2(ti+1))] we have

/ 922(51,52) =/ 922(61152)-
§2€D, €2€D,,¢;)

Thus, because of the hypothesis of the lemma we get
n2(tit1)
(4) B=N [T
nz2(t:) s

Now we estimate A applying again Jensen’s formula

m(tig1) ds
A= {/ —‘(/ 911(61,52))}-
£2€Tqp(;41) m(t:) s &1€D,

Just like before we get

m(tig1)
(5) A=M / ds.
m(t:) s

We consider now

/ loglfldo — [ log|f] do
Toy(e) XTng(e) T1(¢0) XTna(to)

:'ij/T

=0 n1(tig1) XTﬂz(!H.l)

Ioglflda—/ log |f| do-

Toe0) XTag(e;)

Now in each term of the sum we can compute with (4) and (5) and get

/ log|fldo — [ log || do
T(0) XTnge) T T

n1(t0) X Lng(to)
n2(t)

mty dg s 1 1
6 =M/ ——+N/ % < Mlog—— + Nlog ——.
( ) m(to) S n2(to) S s T (tO) 772(t0)

Define 7(t) to be n(t) = min (9, (t),n2(t)). Then, by the subharmonicity
and using (6) we obtain

/ log | f] S/ log | f|
Ty XT ey Tty XT

n2(t)

< C(m(to), n2(t0)) (M + N+/T loglfl) < C < +oo.

n1(t0) X Tna(to)
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Using Lemma 1 and 2, Theorem 1 is a special case of the following theo-
rem.

2
Theorem 1'. Let § =1 Z 05 d&; N dgj be a closed positive current in D?.
i,j=1 )
Suppose that there are two sequences (rl) and (r2), ri € [0,1), le r, =1,
1 = 1,2 such that
(a) For all n, Supp 612N (T, x T,2) = 0.
(b) There is an M > 0 such that for all n there is a neighbourhood ¥, of

T,1 x T,z such that

sup {/ 011(&1, 22) +/ 922(21752)} <M.
(21,22)€D0n |&1l<r} |€2]<r2

(c)
A :/ Som2]6] < oo.
D2

Then there ezists a negative solution u to the equation i00u = 6.

To prove this statement, we will first construct an explicit solution of the
equation (1) whose boundary values on T? are well adapted to (a), (b) and
(c). Theorem 1’ will then follow using an appropriate regularization process.

2.1. An explicit expression for the boundary values of a solution
of (1). In this section we will work with a closed positive (1,1) current with
coefficients in C'*® (—57)

First, using the method developed by M. Anderson in [And], we write
down the solution of (1) with minimal L?(T?) norm. Then we will modify
this solution by adding some pluriharmonic functions to obtain a “good”
expression for the boundary values:

Lemma 3. Let 6 be a closed (1,1) real form with coefficients in C* (—172_)
Then the function M(G) defined on T? by

M(a)(zh 2) = —ﬁ Re {i/&A d(log(1 — &,77) log(1 ”5—222)9(51,52))}

1 ' B
+ = {/I; <t log [1 — &71(i0,1 (&1, 22) d€; A dE;

+ log |1 — &2,]i022 (21, &2) dés A dg;} y
[€2[<1
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is the boundary values on T? of a solution (which will still be denoted by
M(8)) of the equation i00u = 6 that belongs to C™® (ﬁ)

Proof. In [And], M. Andersson finds the solution u of (1) with minimal
L*(d)\*)-norm, where d\* = (1 — |A\1])**dX\i (1 — |A2])*2d); and d) is the
Lebesgue measure in the disc. In fact, the integral kernel which solves (1)
with minimal L?(T?) norm can be obtained formally from the Andersson
kernel letting a; — —1 and a, — —1. For the sake of completeness, let us
recall this construction.

Let S denote the Szegd projection from L*(T?) to H?(T?). Let us de-
fine S by Sp = 53 and S° by S% = (S¢)(0,0). This last is correctly
defined, as any function in H?(T?) can be extended holomorphically to D?
via its Poisson integral. If we consider Il = S + S — S° then Iy is pluri-
harmonic in fact it is the orthogonal projection from L?(T?) to L%*(T?) N
{u; u is pluriharmonic in D?}. Let u be a solution of (1). Since Ilu is
pluriharmonic v — ITu depends only on i00u = 6, so we can define an oper-
ator solution which gives us the solution of (1) with minimal L?(T?) norm:

(7) MO =u—Tlu.

Now, we want to find an explicit integral formula for M(#). In order
to do this, one must decompose M as a sum of operators which operate
coordinatewise and are of adequate bidegree. We introduce now the needed
operators.

(8) Kou =u— Su.

K is the solution operator which solves the 0-equation with minimal L?(T?)
norm. We need also

9) Tou = Su — S%u.

T and K are the conjugate operators defined just like S.
Now in terms of these operators, the solution operator M can be written
as
M (i@gu) = Kou—Tou = Kdu — Tou
because

M:I—II:I~(S+§—S°)=I—S—(§—S°)

and M is real (i.e. M (©) = M(0O)).
The explicit formulae for I, K, T, S, S° and M are well-known in one vari-
able, but as Andersson shows, one can find the explicit expression of the
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operators in D?> = D; x D, if we know the expression of the operators in
each variable. For instance

K (5u) =u—Su= (LI, — $.S)u=IL(L—8)u+ (i —5)Su
= LK, (Bu) + K:i S (Byu) -
Similarly
(10) M= S'M, + MiSS + T K, + Ki T, — T1 Ty + K1 K, -

This last expression of M has the advantage that each term of the sum acts
on d8u because of bidegree reasons. For instance K; K, acts on 6, = 0,0, u.
To prove (10) one substitutes the operators K, T, M in (10) by formulae (7),
(8) and (9) and gets that

M = 1112 - .5'152 - .5'152 + S?Sg

which is exactly the definition. Expression (10) is not symmetric but since

1 —
M is a real operator M = 3 (M + M ), therefore

1 /— — — -

(11) M:S?M2+MISS+§(T1K2+K1T2*T1T2+K1K2)
1 — — — _
+3 (0K + KT - 1T + K. Ks )

and this is the expression that we will compute explicitely. We write down
now the integral expression for each operator in one variable that appears
in (11).

If we have a smooth function » in D then the Szego projection is

SWE) = [ gru©d

and consequently

(12) S°w)(2) = [ (€€ de.

Let us suppose that 8 = 6;,d¢ A d€, then the Poisson-Jensen formula states
that

2

0(¢) -

(13) M) (2) = /I - log |+

z
gl<1 2m 1—£&z



ON THE ZERO SETS OF BOUNDED HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS 337

If Ou = w is a smooth (0,1)-form, then the Cauchy-Green formula states
that

i de

(14) K(w)(z) = /m<151?§—z w(é).
Similarly
(15) Tw)e) = [ 2% A,

— A
lel<1 2 (1 — £2)
The solution M (6) in D? can be now written applying (12), (13), (14) and
(15) in (11) as:

MOE) = [ mole,2) A6©) + [ mu(e) A6(©)

¢eD? £€TXD

+ /E L mal62) A0

where
1 _ 2
m(6,2) = gozrErlog | £y
2
ma(6,2) = o los| T ey
and
_ 1 21 2
molé#) = 82 ((1 —&z1)(& — 2) * (& —z)(1 - &7)

2125 1 —
_ _ — dé;, A d§
(1_5121)(1—522—2)+(51‘Z(§2—22)> fnd

" 1 ( zZ1 " 23
8n%i \(1-&z) (& —2) (& — 21)(1 — &220)

522 1 —
_ _ — dé, NdE; .
(1=&z)(1 = &az2) - (& — z1) (& ‘*5)) G ndd

Then M(6) € C* (_D—f) and if we consider only the values at the distin-
guished boundary |z;| = |22] = 1 the expression becomes simpler:

MO o) = ( d&i A dé des A déy _) 6, z € T?,
O)z1,22) = 73 -/£€D2 (Z‘fl)(zz—fz)+(Zl‘§1)(5_52) e
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or equivalently

M(0)(21, ) = ——— Re {z/ e d&_/\a} , zE€T2.
¢eD? 21

2n? -& ZH-&

We now modify this solution of (1) by adding some pluriharmonic functions
in C* (—D—E), so we will still have a smooth solution of (1). Consider

/ dé A d§2_ = Z1 dé, A —d§2_ AD
¢eD? 21

-& ;m-& lel<leal 1L — &121 Z — &

(16)

+/ i\ 2
leal<lea) 21 — &1 1 — &2

We look now at the third integral of (16)

/ oA dé, A sz_z-; :/ (1*l€1|2)dé A 22@ AD
i<l 21— & 1=z Jekal (7 —6)1 -62z) 1-E&2

(17)
—/ on Sdb [ mdh
<l  (1—=&z) 1-&z

The second integral in the right hand side of (17) are the boundary values
in T? of the holomorphic function in A% (D?)

Z‘:dél 22d£—2
= 0 = ., "
fi(z1, 22) /]§2|<lfll A (1—-&,2) A 1 — &2

In the first integral in the right hand side of (17) consider the values of z;,
2z, extended to the interior of D?, as 6 is C*° (Ei), then the integral as a

function of z,, z, is C* up to the boundary. So we consider now (2, z,) € D?.
We denote by B, = {(£1,&) € D?; |& — 21| < €}, taking e such that
|z1] + € < 1. We have that

/ oA (1- |€1|2)dé A zzd_é’—z
lel<iel (21— &)1 —&z) 1-&z
(1 — |§1|2)d§1 A 2265_2
(eal<la\B. (21 — &)1 —&z)  1—ozy
(1 - |§1|2)d§1 22d5
0 = =
+/ N 4 (z1 = &)1 = &z) A 1 —&2

€

{l&zl<l&l}
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Recall that we denote by A the set {(&1,&:) € D?; [&] = |&]}. Also, we

will denote by / w = / w. With this notation and applying Stokes’
A A\B,
formula,

* (1 - |§1l2)d§1 szf—z
6 — =
/I£z|<l£11 4 (21 - 51)(1 - 5121) 4 (1 - 5222)

' (1 - J&af?)des _ )
- d s log(1l — &2 0
J€21<]€1] ((21 _ §1)(1 — 5121) Og( &z ) A

T dndg _
_ T og(1 — A D
‘/|€2l<|§1| (]. - §1z1)2 Og( €2Z2)

(- e -
S IR Pera e et U ST

/lz1«§1|:5 (2:1 — él)(l _ 5-121) Og( 5222)
€2]<|€: ]

T dndg _
/I‘éz|<|§1| (1 —&121)? og( €r27)

If we let € — 0 the star dissapears in all integrals except from the second
term of the last member:

: dé, (1—1&P) =
ll_r% [/lzl*ﬁllzf él — 2 {/)5 1—fz 10g(1 §2Z2) 4 0}:|

J<ia) =812

= 27('2% < (log(l — 5—222)i022(21,£2)d£2 A dg
&2[<|z1

So we have for any (z;,2,) € D?

(I —1&1*)d& 2dEs
18 0 — =
18) /I§z|<|£1I " (1—=&21)(z = &) 4 1 — &2

i (1 = [&)dey o
iy e (-6 A0

+27m'/[ g llog (1—Zgz2) 1029 (21, &) dE>dES
&a2|<|z1

dé; A dg _
- /l£zl<l51| —(1—5?—1—2;3_2_ log (1 - fzzz) NG,

The third term in the right hand side of (18) is holomorphic and we denote
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it by .
dé; N d. —

m&h@%=/ —éfjé7bg@—fﬂ»A9.

le21<leal (1 - §1z1)

Since the other terms in (18) are C* up to the boundary then g;(z1, 2;) is
C* too. We denote its boundary values by the same function g;.
The first term in the right hand side of (18) is

(19)
(1 —|&*)d& o
/5€A (21 — &) (1 - —521) o8 (1 - 5232) ho

:/E. d 10g<1—{f_222)/\0+ @E—l—log(l—_{;zz>/\0.

eaz1 — & cea l =&z

If we denote by

hl(zl,z2):—/ —@:g_l—log(l—gzz)/\ﬁ,

eea l — 6121

then h, (21, 23) is, as g; and f; holomorphic in D? and C* up to the boundary.
Putting together (18) and (19) we get for (2, 23) € T?

/ N 46, A des / des log(1 — &2,) A6
162]<]€1] 3

a-b Hm-& Jeean—&

(20)
+ 2mi /l€2|<1 IOg (1 — gZQ) 7:922(21, fz) d€2 A d€—2

- fl(zlaz2) ‘—91(21,22) - hl(z17z2)

where g,(z1,22), hi1(21,22) and fi(z;,2;) are the boundary values of some
A>(D?) functions.
Analogously if (z;,2;) € T?

d d&,
/ 9 A '3} A &2
[€1]<|€2]

2—-& Hm-&

= log(1 — &:z1) d§2—— NO

EeA Z — &

(21) -+ 21 /g < log(l - 5127)i911(§1,22)d§1 A d§1

— fa(z1, 22) — 92(21, 22) — (21, 22)

where g,, f, and h, are antiholomorphic and C* up to dD?.
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Adding (20) and (21) we have that for any (z;,2,) € T?

M(6) = ——— Re {i/{@d (log(1 - &477) log (1 — &2:) A a)}

27?2
1 ] _
(22) + — {/ ].Og |]. — 51—271_|’Lgll(§1,22)d§1 AN dé'l
T 1€1]1<1
+ log ll - 5_222| 162 (21,&2)dEz A dgz-}
|€2]<1

1 .
+2—7;5 Re {i(fi+ g1 +hi+ fo+go+hs)}.

The third term in the right hand side of (22) is the boundary values of some
smooth pluriharmonic function so

M(H):M(0)~—7r— Re [i(fi + g1+ hi + fa + g2 + ho)]

is another C'*° (ﬁ) solution of (1), whose boundary values on T? are given
by

M(Q)(zl,zz) = —57% Re {i/geAd (log(l —&,77) log (1 - §_2z2) A 0)}

s

1 . B
+ — {/{ | log |1 - {17f|2911(§1,22)d§1 A d§1
1|<1

=+ / log ll - 532‘ 09 (21,&2)dEx A df:} .
J€21<1

O

2.2. A Rudin theorem with bounds. In this section we will apply Lemma
3 to obtain Rudin’s theorem with an explicit bound.

2
Lemma 4. Let 6 =1 Z 0,;d&; A\ d€; be a closed positive (1,1) current in
3,7=1
D? which satisfies
(a') there exist 7 € (0,1) such that the support of 0,5 is contained in
DxD,.UD, x D.
(b)

sup {/ 011(&1, 22) + 022(21’62)} =M
l&1]<1 1§2]<1

|z1]>r
|22|>7
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(¢)
A= / 63D2|9| < 00.
D2

Then there ezist a solution u to the equation i00u = 6 such that
Hu<o
(ii) Nlullzr(p2y £ C(M + A), C being a universal constant.

Remark. Note that the bound is in the assertion (ii) of the lemma.
Proof. Lets start by regularizing the current 6 by convolution

6 = (6% x.) (1 - £)2),

Xe(2) = éx (g) ;

x being a positive radial function C* with integral 1 and support contained
in the ball {|z| < ;}. Let r <7y < 1. Let D,, be the disc of center 0 and

radius r;. Then 0° € C> (D_f), 0° is a positive closed (1 — 1) form such that
¢ — 6 as € — 0 in the sense of currents and

where

Supp 05, C D x D, UD, xD

if € is small enough.
Lets consider now

u® = M(6°)

the solution of i90u® = ¢ defined in Lemma 3. u¢ € C® (l—ﬁ) and are

plurisubharmonic functions (i00u® = 6° > 0). We see now that they are
bounded. As they are plurisubharmonic we have to worry only of the values
of u at T? which are by Lemma 3

7!'

UE(Zl, 22) = l {/ log |1 b §1z—1|'¢9§1 (él,z2)d€1 AN d&:
j61l<1
(23) +/ log ‘1 - Z;Zzl 05, (21, &2)dé2 N dé—z}
1§2]1<1

- % Re {Z _/geA d (log(l —&i7) log (1 - gz2> A 96)} '

Because of the support of 65, the third integral in (23) is

/EEA d (log(1 — &,71) log (1 — &z ) A 6°)
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= d (1og(1 — &%) log (1 ~ &) A6)
E€A\{(£1,€2)/I61|=]€2]>m1}

= / log(1 — &:77) log(1l — &22) A O° = 0.
&1]=m1

1€2|=r1

So only the first two terms in the right hand side of (23) can be nonzero.
Now

log 2 ) — . =
zfuha)sfﬁ—{/ i05, (61, 22)ds A By + [ Z%ﬂa@ﬁAd&}-
ferf<1 |&21<1

7!'

Thus,

log 2
u®(z1,22) < —g*{ sup / 611(&1,22) + sup / 011(21,52)} .
T |z2|>r1 J1€11<1 Jz1]>7r1 J1€21<1

Then for ¢ small enough and because of (b’)
'U,E(ZI,ZQ) S CM.

Also if we compute |[uf]| 1 (12 we get that

. 2
ey <= [ f
T J)g1j<1 J z€T2

2
3 o
T Jlgz|<1 J2€T2

where do is the Haar measure in T and d)\ the Lebesgue measure on D.
Then, for £ small enough, |[u®||L1(12) < Ci M.

We estimate now ||u®||;1(op2). Let (21,2;) € D x T, by the Poisson-Jensen
formula

'U’E(Zla Zz) =/ G(§1,21)A1U€(§1722) +/ P(fl,zl)us(fl,zz)
¢eD £€eT

log |1 — &71]|67: (61, 22)do(21)do(22)dA(€1)

log |1 — &2,||65,(21,&2)do (21)do (22)dA(&2)

where G is the Green function in the disc and P the Poisson kernel, both
are integrable, so

[ wi<c [ o+l
DxT DxT
So finally,

(24) ||uf|lLrap2y < Cs M.
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Lets compute now the L'(D?) norm of u°. It is known that whenever z =
(zla 22) € D2

w(@)= [ GEHaw©+ [ Pl

£eD? £€aD?

where (G is the Green function in the bidisc and P the Poisson kernel. It is
easily seen that

(25) [ I6EA1dAE) < Koopa(e)
and

P(¢,2) dA(z) < K.
z€D?
Let us check (25) for instance. Consider the function
A= Ja)(d = =)
(1= lzf?) + (1 =]

f(z) =

This function belongs to C?*(D?*)NC (ﬁ) It vanishes on the boundary and

moreover 5
(1—]z)? + (1 — |2/?)

A = R = TapE = "
Thus,
[ I6E21NE < - [ 66,27 () A=) = ~F(€) < Koann(©).
So finally

IR R GG S s
zeD? geD?

Now, because of hypothesis (¢') and (24) we get
[4* ]| (p2) < C(M + A),

C being a universal constant. So there is a sequence &, — 0, such that
u’* — v in the sense of measures, v being a bounded measure. Thus it
converges also in the sense of currents and i99u*" — 409v. So i00v = 6
and v is a plurisubharmonic function such that [|v||z1(p2y < C(M + A). The
inequality v < M follows from the submean-value property of v. Taking
u = v — M we obtain the desired plurisubharmonic function. O
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2.3. End of the proof of Theorem 1'. If # is a current wich satisfies the
hypothesis of Theorem 1’ then 6™ = 6(rp¢;,r2€,) is a dilated current such
that 6™ — 0 in the sense of currents when n — co. Moreover hypothesis (a)
(b) and (c) on 6 imply that 6™ satisfies (a’) (b’) and (¢’) of Lemma 4. So we
have a solution u™ of 0u™ = 6™ such that

(i) u» <0

(i) |lu”]| L1 (p2y) < C(M + A). C being a universal constant.

As a consequence, with the same argument as in the end of the proof of

Lemma 4, choosing a subsequence n; — oo, we get a solution u = lim u™ -
N —00

of (1), such that u is negative. 0]

3. Proof of Proposition 2 and Theorem 3.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 2. Let X be a divisor in D", then X = (my, X})
where X, are the irreducible components (i.e. the connected components
of the regular points of X) and m, the multipliciy of each X,. Consider
now X' = (my, Ax) the irreducible components of X such that they cut
J(T") and X" = (my, By) the irreducible components of X that do not cut
J(T"). By Rudin’s theorem, there is a function f, such that Z(f,) = X"
and f, € H>°(D™). Now consider h the bounded holomorphic function given,
Z(h) is a divisor Y = (ny, Yi), we separate again the irreducible components
Y'" = (ng, Ci) that cut 9(T™) and Y"” = (n, Di) the components that do
not cut. Take one component A; of X', there is one component C} of Y,
such that they coincide on J(T™). As this is an open set, they coincide along
the whole D™. So X' = Y’, but Rudin’s theorem states that there is an
holomorphic bounded function h, € H*(D") such that Z(hy) = Y" and
moreover 1/h, is bounded in a neighbourhood of T, so finally

f = fzh/hz

is a bounded holomorphic function such that Z(f) = X. L]

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3. Let X be a divisor in D?, as in the proof
of Proposition 2, we consider X' = (my, A;) the irreducible components
that do intersect A N Y¥(T?) and X" = (my,C)) the components that do
not intersect. By Theorem 1, there is a function f, € H*(D?) such that
Z(f2) = X". Now for any irreducible component A; € X' the intersection
with A must be a curve 7;. It can not be a point because {1 > |z;| > |2|}
and {1 > |z3| > |z|} are pseudoconvex domains. There is an irreducible
component Yy of Y = Z(h), h € H*(D?), such that the intersection of Y}
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with A is vy, by the hypothesis of the theorem. But 7, is a determinant set
in Yy, so Ay =Y;. Thus if we consider

f=fh

then X C Z(f). t
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